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Detailed Office Action 

1 . This action is in response to the application 09/829,227 filed. April 9, 2001. 

2. Claims 1-23 have been examined. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 



(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



4. Claims 1, 3-9, 11-15, 17-20, 22, 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as 

being unpatentable over John E. Pavlov. , (hereinafter Pavlov) U.S. Patent No. 
6,725,426 in view of Hyman et al., (hereinafter Hyman) U.S. Patent No. 



5. As to claim 1, Pavlov teaches the invention as claimed, including in a 
computer network, said network interfaced with a server, a method for 
collecting and presenting data, said method comprising the steps of: receiving 
a first document, said first document submitted by a first user (col. 1 , lines 12- 
38); automatically converting data extracted from said first document into an 



6,772,395. 
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extensible markup language (XML) document (col.l, lines 45-55, and col.2, 
lines 45-50); storing said XML document on said server (col.3, lines 25-40); 
and access of said XML document from a remote location connected to said 
network by a second user (col.3, lines 60-67, and col.4, lines 30-40). But 
Pavlov does not teach permitting access to the XML document from a remote 
location. However, Hyman teaches permitting access document from a 
remote location (coL6, lines 45-50). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to combine the 
teachings of Pavlov and Hyman to have permitting access to the XML 
document from a remote location because it would have an efficient system 
that can provide specific functions to be determined if the sender or accessing 
person is indeed authorized to transmit or access documents. 

6. As to claim 3, Pavlov teaches the invention as claimed, wherein said recipient 
r:" ;- is said second .user (col.2 v line 60 to col.3, line 5). 

7. As to claim 4, Pavlov teaches the invention as claimed, wherein said recipient 
is different from said second user (col.4, lines 54-60). ~ 

8. As to claim 5, Pavlov teaches the invention as claimed, further comprising the 
steps of: providing a stylesheet; and applying said stylesheet to said XML 
document in response to commands from said second user (col.3, lines 60-67). 

9. As to claim 6, Pavlov teaches the invention as claimed, comprising the further 
step of: storing said XML document in a database connected to said network 
(col.3, lines 24-40). 
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10. As to claim 7, Pavlov teaches the invention as claimed, wherein said second 
user retrieves said XML document from said database (col. 3, lines 30-40). 

11. As to claim 8, Pavlov teaches the invention as claimed, further comprising the 
steps of: providing an extensible stylesheet language (XSL) stylesheet; and 
applying said XSL stylesheet to said XML document in response to 
commands from said second user (col. 3, lines 59-67). 

12. As to claim 9, Pavlov teaches the invention as claimed, including in a 
computer network, said network interfaced with a database, a method for 
collecting and presenting data, said method comprising the steps of: receiving 
a first document, said first document submitted by a first user (col.l, lines 12- 
38); automatically converting data extracted from said first document into an 
extensible markup language ( XML ) document (col.l, lines 45-55, and col.2, 
lines 45-50); storing said XML document in said database (col.3, lines 30-40); 

-and-access of said XML document from a remote location connected to said ^ ^ 
network by a second user (col.3, lines 60-67, and col.4, lines 30-40). But 
Pavlov does not teach permitting access to the XML document from a remote 
location. However, Hyman teaches permitting access document from a 
remote location (col.6, lines 45-50). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to combine the 
teachings of Pavlov and Hyman to have permitting access to the XML 
document from a remote location because it would have an efficient system 
that can provide specific functions to be determined if the sender or accessing 
person is indeed authorized to transmit or access documents. 
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13. As to claim 11, Pavlov teaches the invention as claimed, wherein said 
recipient is said second user (col.2, line 60 to col. 3, line 5). 

14. As to claim 12, Pavlov teaches the invention as claimed, wherein said 
recipient is different from said second user (col.4, lines 54-60). 

15. As to claim 13, Pavlov the invention as claimed, further comprising the steps 
of: providing a stylesheet; and applying the stylesheet to said XML document 
in response to commands from said second user (col. 3, lines 59-67). 

16. As to claim 14, Pavlov teaches the invention as claimed, wherein said 
stylesheet is an XSL stylesheet (coL3, lines 59-67). 

17. As to claim 15, Pavlov teaches the invention as claimed, including in a 
computer network, said network including a server interfaced with a database, 
a medium holding computer-executable instructions for a method of collecting 
and displaying data, said method comprising the steps of: receiving a first 

— " document, said firsts 

automatically converting data extracted from said first document into an XML 
(col l, lines 45-55, and col.2, lines 45-50); storing said XML document in said 
database(col.3, lines 30-40); and access of said XML document from a remote 
location connected to said network by a second user (col. 3, lines 60-67, and 
col.4, lines 30-40). But Pavlov does not teach permitting access to the XML 
document from a remote location. However, Hyman teaches permitting 
access document from a remote location (col.6, lines 45-50). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was 
made to combine the teachings of Pavlov and Hyman to have permitting 
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access to the XML document from a remote location because it would have an 
efficient system that can provide specific functions to be determined if the 
sender or accessing person is indeed authorized to transmit or access 
documents. 

18. As to claim 17, Pavlov teaches the invention as claimed, wherein said 
recipient is different from said second user (col.2, line 60 to col. 3, line 5). 

19. As to claim 18, Pavlov teaches the invention as claimed, wherein the method 
comprises the additional steps of: providing a stylesheet; and applying the 
stylesheet to said XML document in response to commands from said second 
user (col. 3, lines 59-67). 

20. As to claim 19, Pavlov teaches the invention as claimed, wherein the 
stylesheet provided by said method is an XSL stylesheet (col. 3, lines 5-67). 

21 . As to claim 20, Pavlovteaches the invention as claimed, including in a 
- computer network • ••— 

computer-executable instructions for a method, said method comprising the 
steps of: receiving a first document, said first document submitted from a first 
user (col.l, lines 12-38); automatically converting data extracted from said 
first document into an XML document (col.l, lines 45-55, and coL2, lines 45- 
50); storing said XML document on said server (col.3, lines 30-40); and 
access of said XML document from a remote location connected to said 
network by a second user (col.3, lines 60-67, and col.4, lines 30-40). But 
Pavlov does not teach permitting access to the XML document from a remote 
location. However, Hyman teaches permitting access document from a 
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remote location (col. 6, lines 45-50). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to combine the 
teachings of Pavlov and Hyman to have permitting access to the XML 
document from a remote location because it would have an efficient system 
that can provide specific functions to be determined if the sender or accessing 
person is indeed authorized to transmit or access documents. 

22. As to claim 22, Pavlov teaches the invention as claimed, wherein said 
recipient is said second user (col. 2, line 60 to col.3, line 5). 

23. As to claim 23, Pavlov teaches the invention as claimed, wherein said 
recipient is different from said second user (col.2, line 60 to col.3, line 5). 

24. Claims 2, 10, 16, 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over John E. Pavlov., (hereinafter Pavlov) U.S. Patent No. 6,725,426 Hyman 

Halahmi., (hereinafter Halahmi) U.S. Patent No. 6,684,088. 



25. As to claim 21, Pavlov and Hyman do not teach the invention as claimed, 

wherein said method comprising the additional step of: automatically emailing 
said XML document to a recipient, said recipient indicated by said first user. 
However, Halahmi teaches automatically emailing said XML document to a 
recipient, said recipient indicated by said first user (col.6, lines 10-18). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Pavlov, Hyman and Halahmi 
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to have emailing XML document to a recipient because it would have an 
efficient system that can provide specific functions to send automatically 
emailing XML document to recipient. 

26. Claims 2, 10, 16 have similar limitations as claim 21; therefore, they are 
rejected under the same rationale. 

Conclusion 

27. Any inquiries concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Tammy T. Nguyen who may be reached via 
telephone at (703) 305-7982. The examiner can normally be reached Monday through 
Friday between 8:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. eastern standard time. 

If you need to send the Examiner, a facsimile transmission regarding this 
instant application, please send it to (703) 872-9306. If attempts to reach the examiner 
by telephone-are-unsuccessfulrthe Examiner's Supervisor, Bill Cuchlinskirmay be 
reached at (703) 308-3873. 

TIN 

September 1,2004 
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